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CONFIDENTIAL. 


Further Correspondence respecting the Claims of the Ex- 
Khedive, Ismail Pasha, against the Egyptian Government. 


[In continuation of Confidential Paper No. 5101.J 


No. 1. 

The Earl of Iddesleigh to Sir E. Haring . 

2 s ' 0, 2 4 Foreign Office, January 3, 1S87. 

1 HAVE received your despatch No. 551 of the 17th December stating that you 
have received a further Petition from the slaves of the late mother of the ^x-Khedrve,_nnd 
-ubmitting recommendations as to the rnannel in v inch a 

mission and support should be dealt with. , , , r m . esume that, 

I sec no objection to the course of action recommended by you, and R‘® su ”' e nmd ’ 
if it be thought desirable to address a communication to the cx-khed.tc, 
hy the Egyptian Government to his Highness’ agent , , hav0 

It appears from your despatch No. 5;>i of the lHtli utcemuerun , 

since been given their freedom, and that, therefore, the only question 

settled is the pecuniary provision to be made for them. cx-Khedive 

Her Majesty’s Government agree that this is a matter winch aOect, tne 

on ty* 1 am, &c. 

(Signed) 1DDESLKIGH. 


No. 2. 

Ismail Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury. -{Received February 15.) 

Ptdteneu Hotel, Albemarle Street, London, 
u T r February 14, 1887. 

^ I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of the late Lord 0 f d< {hc ^rants^nd 
of the 30th November last on the subject of my cla ““ “ r ™ c ti vel y by the Govern- 
allocations made to me and certain members ot my • Z a ntag<f and without our 

ment of Egypt, and which have since been modified to oui disadva t 0 

I iegret that Her Majesty’s Government, as at a ^ C 'mymv^and^hat of 

take, with reference to these c aims, a vmw widely di g J c ° nulcl J. to entertain the 
my legal advisers as regards the powei of the L s yptni 

same, and to proceed to arbitration thereon. nbieetious on an interpretation 

Her Majesty’s Government, I observe, base*, its objec ^ submit further 

of tlic Law of Liquidation itself, which I must cutn-cy topute , h d b ‘ 
that that Law cannot be fairly or correct y mterpreled unless t be , J Acfc> 

lion with the general law of Egypt, with the special Deuces ana 
[428] 



under which nn claims and tho>c of my family have arisen, and with all the circuin- 
Manccs which attended its elaboration and promulgation. . ,, 

It is on such a basis that I desire that these claims should be argued and finally 

setUech e Government itself, while proceeding to the arbitrary confiscations 

and reductions in respect of which I now demand reparation has never alleged that 
it so acted in reliance upon any sovereign or inherent right ot confiscation, o\ei- 
ridiiif the laws of the country and of the Ottoman Empire. ^ . 

That no such right constitutes an attribute ot the \ iceregal power in Egypt, 01 
otherwise legally exists there, is, in fact, abundantly proved by the laws of the 
country, and by the proceedings of the Commission ot Liquidation when diawing up 

thC Moreover, the fundamental laws of the Ottoman Empire, of which Eirypl form- 
part, absoluteh forbid the exercise of any such power. More especial y the Ilatti- 
Schcrif of Gul-IIam' (3rd November, 1839), which is the existent Constitutional Charter 
of the Ottoman Empire, and the provisions of which have been especially extended to 
p> V i)t by the Firmans granting Viceregal power to successive Khedives ot Egypt, 
expressly forbids the doing of any such illegal act, and enacts that the property ot even 
criminals shall not be confiscated, hut shall descend to their rightful heirs. _ _ 

1 recognize as I have alwa\s done, the authority of the Law ot Liquidation on 
those points with which it deals/and the difficulty of reopening any of the questions 
coming within its scope, which it has expressly and in terms decided. But I must point 
out that which is indeed obvious, that that Law—which was a special measure drawn up 
bv Delegates bavin"' received a special and limited mandate from their respective Govern¬ 
ments—“could not, and did not, profess to override and annul the general law ot Egypt, 
ami still less that of the (>tt man Empire, which has, indeed, given no express sanction 

to the law so elaborated. , ,, , , 

i w ould remark further, that although I have never doubted the indisputable character 
of my position and that of my family, both from a legal and a moral point ot view, 
respect tor the English Gen eminent lias induced me to lay all the documents and corre¬ 
spondence in the matter, including the Law of Liquidation itself, the State Decrees, 
Ministerial decisions. &c., before some of the most eminent legal authorities in Europe, 
who have pronounced in favour of the legal validity and the justice of my claims and 
those of the members of my family before mentioned. . . . . 

Iu the meantime, I venture to call your Tj or cl ship s attention to some points ot 
great importance which appear not to have received adequate consideration from your 

legal advisers. , . ,* c . ,, . ,. 

k In the first place, sufficient attention lias not been given to the tact that the 
arrangements made between the Egyptian Government on the one band and the above- 
mentioned members of the Khodivial family respectively on the other hand aie legal 
ami binding arrangements in the nature of contracts, expressly securing as the conside¬ 
ration for "the vast properties ceded ot the time tor the benefit oi the State ("Inch 
properties now constitute the security for the entire Domain Loan) certain perpetual 
allocations or annuities, the hereditary and permanent character ot which is defined with 
the greatest precision by the Decrees and Ministerial Acts granting the same. 

tVitli tlie.se the Law of Liquidation lias not dealt, save that it express!) piovides that 
the arrears of the allocations for the year 1878 shall be struck out ot the . tale Debt, 
while a specific sum is expressly devoted to the payment of the arrears ot Mich allocations 

for the veur 1870 (Articles 7->-77, inclusive). . . 

The same Law then immediately proceeds to oiled an entire levision ot otlici 
contracts between the State and individuals, thus showing and carrying out the intention 
to place these contracts on a new basis. . i . 

It will surely he allowed that, e\ eu admitting, for the purpose of argument only, 
the power of the Egyptian Government to effect confiscations under cover of the Law ot 
Liquidation—a power which I absolutely deny---such confiscations could not be lead 
between the lines or deduced lioin the absolute silence of the Law on the point, but 
must be clearly expressed in words. Consequently, not a trace oi anv such confiscation 
or attempted confiscation being found in the Law, the allocations to liiy-elt and the 
members of my family respectively must, from any point ot view, be held to bo indull 
force, and to have continued to accrue since the hi'l payment ot arrears m i expect ot the 
.same made in 1S80 in pursuance of the Law ot Liquidation. . . 

The hereditary and perpetual character ot the allocations being beyond dispute, 
seeing how absolutely clear are the terms ot the grant, tin* right to the same must 
descend regular! v and legallv in accordance with the terms of such grant. 
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One section of my claims and those of my family is indeed entirely distinct even 
from the claims for the payment of the perpetual allocations. I refer to the palaces and 
properties belonging to me, and to certain members of my family respectively, which 
have been confiscaied at Constantinople and in Egypt. The titles to these properties 
are still legally vested in myself, and those members of my family, and the attempted 
confiscation of the same by the Egyptian Government by an arbitrary Act, being 
absolutely contrary to the laws of the Empire, must be deemed null and void ab initio , 
and incapable of confirmation. 

1 therefore claim, on behalf of myself and my family, the restitution of these 
palaces and properties, or, in the alternative, a proper and full indemnity for their 
appropriation, as in respect of property taken by the State for the purposes of public 
utility. Further, both at the time of the illegal ccnfixcation of the above palaces and 
properties, and subsequently, the Egyptian Govarnmenl illegally seized and appropriated, 
without, any attempt at justification, the very valuable furniture, plate, objects of art, 
and personal property contained in the palaces and properties, and belonging absolutely 
to the persons owning the same respectively. 

I therefore claim on behalf of myself and the members of my family aforesaid the 
return of the property so seized and appropriated, or adequate compensation for the 
same. 

I refrain from entering here into the question of the compensation which the 
Egyptian Government, by formal written contract, agreed to pay to the members of my 
family in respect of the expenses of cultivation incurred by them respectively at the 
time of the cession of their property to the Government, but the benefit of which, 
as a consequence of such cession, accrued exclusively to the latter. This question has 
been brought before the Mixed Tribunals, and whatever delays may be interposed, 
it is difficult to conceive that the legitimate and uncontested demands of my family 
should not receive satisfaction, they having been formally recognized by the Egyptian 
Government, and the only outstanding question being one of account. 

I think it necessary to point out, in reply to the observations of your Lordship’3 
predecessor, that, though my claims, and those of my family, under the perpetual 
allocations, are made in respect of engagements entered into before the Law of 
Liquidation came into operation, those claims are :—For payment of those arrears of the 
allocations which have accrued since that Law came into operation, and for the main¬ 
tenance of the allocations themselves, which that Law lias not in any way invalidated. 

Were it possible here to enter into a detailed exposition of the arguments 
supporting my claims, it would lie easy to furnish abundant further proof that the Law 
of Liquidation, so far from barring my claims and those of my family, has by the 
clearest inference recognized them. 

At the same time, I beg to assure your Lordship that the object of this letter 
not to continue au argument upon the legal or even the equitable nature of my claims, 
but to suggest the adoption of some course which might lead to n decision upon the 
whole matter. 

I would submit to your Lordship that the questions raised are of an exceedingly 
delicate nature, while it must be clear that they arc of the most vital importance to 
myself and the members of my family. 

The added difficulties of my position consequent, upon my absence from Egypt, and 
the persistent disregard with which all my representations have been treated by the 
Egyptian Government, have rendered it imperatively necessary for me to appeal to 
Her Majesty’s Government, in the confident hope that, taking into consideration the 
justice of my legal and equitable claims, and the moral obligations incurred towards me 
and the members of my family when 1 quitted Egypt, they will appreciate the pressing 
urgency of my request for their direct intervention in the matter. 

Your Lordship informs me that Her Majesty’s Government cannot undertake to 
propose any modifications in the Law of Liquidation, nor do T at present suggest, oi 
even admit, the necessity for any such modifications. What 1 now desire to do is t<» 
ascertain whether the Government of Her Majesty would be disposed to admit the 
advisability of the reference of my claims, and those of the members of my family 
together with the whole circumstances surrounding them, to a tribunal, in the nature ol 
a tribunal of arbitration, whose report would be adopted as a basis for the action of the 
Egyptian Government upon the whole matter, and before which tribunal I myself and the 
members of my family, as well as the Egyptian Government, would be represented; and 
whether, if such a course would commend itself to you, your Lordship would recommend 
such a measure to the Egyptian Government. 

While pointing out to your Lordship what are my rights and those of my family, 

i'e>; ' ‘ c 
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l liavc no vLli to withdraw from the position which 1 have taken up, and I am quite 
prepared to enter into negotiations as to the terms of such an equitable arrangement 
with reference to my claims and those of my family as will in no sense disturb the 
equilibrium of Egyptian finance. 

I would, in conclusion, recall to your Lordship the fact that it was ouing to my 
implicit confidence in the moral assurances which I received from Her Majesty’s 
Representatives in Egypt, that I held myself justified in complying with their advice 
that I should immediately quit that country, and that, in fact, I did leave it without 
exacting such formal guarantees a^ I might have reasonably insisted upon. 

I feel confident therefore that your Lordship will see fit to recommend the adoption 
of some measures to alleviate the painful position in which I am now placed, seeing that 
it has, in a great measure, been brought about by my reliance on the moral obligations 
so incurred by Her Majesty’s Government. 

I would beg your Lordship to accept the assurance of my highest consideration. 

(Signed) ISMAIL. 


No. 3. 

Mr. Marriott, M.P ., to Foreign Office.—(Received March 25.) 

Hear Sir Julian, March 24, 1887. 

AS suggested, I will put down on paper the propositions I made on the claims of 
His Highness Ismail Pasha in the two conversations I have had with you on the 
subject. 

As you are aware, the claims His Highness first made amounted to a sum of about 
5,000,000/., based on the following questions:— 

1. An arrangement come to in the year 1878. 

2. On the confiscation of properties. 

3. For the furniture and goods and other objects of value contained in the said 
confiscated properties. 

4. On the claims against the Domain. 

This last claim, about the legality of which there is no dispute, is before tbe Law 
Courts in Alexandria, and according to the latest advices the lawyer of the Egyptian 
Government has suggested to His Highness’ lawyer to submit the case to arbitration. 
Upon the legal merits of these questions L will now r abstain from expressing an 
opinion, seeing that it is desirable that an arrangement be come to, so I have advised 
His Highness to proceed only with those claims about which there can he little, 
if any, difference of opinion amongst lawyers, and to submit them to a Commission, 
say of three persons, appointed by the English Government. 

The questions, therefore, which would have to be taken into consideration are the 
following:— 

1. The claim against the Domain. Both the Domain and the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment having already admitted its legality, there is only a settlement of accouirts to be 
arrived at. 

2. Furniture, “objets d’art,” and other things contained in the properties con¬ 
fiscated. 

3. I do not advise His Highness to dispute the power of the Egyptian Government 
to confiscate property in Egypt, however much he might dispute that power extending 
to Constantinople; but I would suggest that, considering His Highness has a Mussulman 
family and a numerous suite which could not live anywhere but in Egypt, that two out 
of the many palaces confiscated be restored to his family, and be declared their 
property, and that this be takeu into consideration by the Commission referred to 
above. 

4. I think that both equitably and morally, as w r ell as legally, His nighness is 
entitled to the 20,000/. a-year which was paid to His Highness’ mother during her life¬ 
time. I am aware that a portion of this has already been allocated, as I think, 
wrongly. His Highness does not wish in any w’ay to add to the present burdens of 
Egypt,'and I further suggest that the Commission already mentioned should arrange 
as to the funds from which the 20,000/. a-year should be paid. 

In conclusion, I believe I am rigid in saying that His Highness has pending 
several suits before the Courts in Alexandria, and he has been advised that he has 
grounds for instituting others. T do not personally know enough of these suits to 
give an opinion as to the prospects of success for any of the parties concerned, but I 
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feel certain it would be an excellent thing for all parties, including the Egyptian 
Government, if a settlement could be made. 

His Highness is desirous of a final settlement of all claims, and I have 
endeavoured to indicate as plainly as possible the lines on which such a settlement 
can be arrived at. As I said before, His Highness is very anxious that no extra 
burden should be placed upon the Egyptian finances, and His Highness is of opinion 
that his just claims can be met without this being done. 

Without saying more about the legality of the claims, I may add that I have been 
informed and believe that His Highness, before his departure from Egypt* received the 
most formal official assurances from the Representatives of the English and French 
Governments that the interests of himself and of his family would be amply and 
generously secured; and that upon the faith of these assurances, His Highness left 
the country without asking that these engagements should be reduced to a formal 
shape. 

The position of His Highness at the present time, with so many and such heavy 
claims upon him, is one of most painful embarrassment, and I am certain this 
circumstance also will have considerable weight with the English and Egyptian 
Governments. 

Believe me, &c. 

(Signed) W. T. MARRIOTT 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Banna * 

(No. 128.) ' y 

Sir * WTn'TT t I 1 , Foreign Office, April 7, 1887. 

W1IH reference to previous correspondence relative to the claims brought by the 
ex-Khedive Ismail Pasha against the Government of Egypt, I transmit to you herewith 
a copy of a further letter from His Highness,! together with a copy of the reply which 
I have addressed to him.J I have taken the opinion of the Law Officers of the Crown, 
copy of whose Report is also inclosed for your confidential information^ * 

I transmit also copies of correspondence with Mr. Marriott, Q.C.,|| who has been 
requested by Ismail Pasha to advocate his case. 

I shall be glad to receive your observations both upon the proposals made by 
Ismail Pasha, and also, and more particularly, on those contained in Mr. Marriott’s 
letter. 

I am, &c. 

({Signed) SALISBURY. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Ismail Pasha. 

Monseigneur, Foreign Office, April 7, 1887. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Highness* letter of the 
14th February last, which would have been sooner acknowledged but for the 
receipt of a further communication addressed to me on your Highness’ behalf by 
Mr. Marriott. 

I have thought it right to consult the Law Advisers of the Crown upon the 
questions raised by your Highness, and I hope to be able to send a reply at an early 
date. 


(Signed) 


I liave, &c. 


SALISBURY. 


• Also to Sir H. Drummond Wolff (No. 33). 

§ Law Officers, March 14, 1887 (not given). 


t No. 6. 
No 6 i and 6. 


f No. 2. 
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No. 6. 

Foreign Office to Mi. Marriott , M.P. 

Dear Mr. Marriott, Foreign Office, April 7, 1897. 

1 DAVE shown your letter of the 24th instant to Lord Salisbury, who desires 
me to say that it shall have his attention. 

If you should have no objection to doing so, Lord Salisbury would be obliged by 
your stating the precise grounds on which you consider that Ismail Pasha is (as you 
say in your letter) legally entitled to the 20,000/. a-year which was allocated to his 
mother during her lifetime from the Civil List. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


No. 7 

Sir H. Drummond Wolffi to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 20.) 

(No. 65.) 

(Telegraphic.) Constantinople, April 20, 1887. 

YOUR despatch No. 30 and Baring’s telegram No. 114. 

I sti-ongly deprecate any negotiation at all for a compromise with ex-Khedive 
as most dangerous. It to a certain extent admits the justice of his claim. It 
touches the Law of Liquidation, and as such cannot be approached without an 
understanding with the Powers, and, as regards property at Constantinople, with the 
Porte. 

(Sent to Cairo.) 


No. 8. 

Sir E. Barmy to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received by telegiaph, April 20.) 

(No. 245. Ext. 114.) 

My Lord, Cairo, April 20, 1887. 

I HA1 E the honour to acknowledge the receipt ot your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 128 of the 7th instant, relative to the claims of the ex-Khedive Ismail Pasha 
against the Egyptian Government, and requesting me to furnish your Lordship with 
any observations I might have to make on the correspondence on the subject inclosed 
therein. 

In reply, I would venture, in the lirst place, to recommend consultation with 
Mr. Vincent on the proposals now made. 

My own opinion, the substance of which I had the honour this day to telegraph 
to your Lordship, and which is shared by the Khedive and Nubar Pasha, is as 
lollows :— 

1 would certainly reject any proposal involving arbitration. Any arrangement 
come to must be (lie result of direct communication between the ex-Khedive and the 
Egyptiau Government. 

The only basis on which the latter should treat is that any arrangement made 
should involve a final and complete settlement, not only of all claims of the 
ex-Kliedivc himselt, but also of those of his wives and of all his children. 

I would altogether decline to reopen the question of tin* 20,000/. belonging to 
the late mother of Ismail Pasha. 

I think the claim against the Domains might he settled in a fairly liberal spirit. 

Lastly, I would, on the distinct understanding that all other claims are abandoned, 
give the ex-Khedive the Palace at Constantinople, the Palace at Gezireh, and the 
Palace at Ghi/ch. This latter to include the park, but not 1 he adjoining lands, a 
distinction which Mr Vincent will be able to explain to your Lordship. 

1 have informed Sir Henry Drummond Wolff, hv telegraph, of the above observa¬ 
tions 


I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 
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No. 9. 

Memorandum by M. Rocca Sara. — (Pi irately communicated by Mi. E. Vincent , 

April 22, 1887.) 

Re'damutions de la Famille Khe'diviale. 

Premier Chef. —Lcs Princes reelament dcs sommes considerables, representant It's 
recoltcs suv pied ou cn grange, le numeraire cn caisse, &c., qui a profite a la Commis¬ 
sion des Domaines au moment ou cclle-ci a pris possession des terres donnfes cn gage 
pour l’Emprunt Domanial. 

Deuxiemc Chef. —Au moment de la cession par lcs Princes dcs biens qui out sorvi 
dc gage a l’Emprunt Rothschild, le Gouvernement lour a ecrit pour loin dire qu’il 
4tait constitute cu leur favour des rentes perpetuclles et transmissibles, par voie 
d’heritage. 

Ces dotations out etc sueeessivement reduites ; lcs Princes reclame ut 1 inscription 
au chiffve pvimitif, el le montant de la difference entre lcs sommes touches et cellos 
auxquelles ils pretendent avoir droit. 

Troisieme Chef. —Le Decret du 16 Juin, 1880, a incorpoie au\ Domaines Publics 
divers Palais et immcubles dout la propriety aux lernics de hodgets regalia-, apparfienl 
a des membros de la famille Khcdiviale. 

Lcs Princes reelament le pri\ de ces iuimeublcs et des meublcs y contains. 

Le premier chef de reclamation a etc rcconnu cn pnneipe par le Gouvernement. 
Le Conseil dcs Miuistrcs, par une Declaration en date du , a decide qu’il 

sevait alloue aux Princes une somme dc £ E. GO,000, payable sur lcs 1‘oiuls de la Liqui¬ 
dation Les Princes contestent ce eliilVre et leclament des sommes autrement consi¬ 
derables En l’etat, le principc de la dette etant rcconnu et la contestation ne portant 
quo sur le quantum, le Tribunal nc pourrait faire autrement quo d’ovdonuer une 
expertise judieiaire dont lo resultat. pourraient ctre dangereux pour les intcrets du 
Gouvernement. 

Les Princes demandont si sur ec chef tout au moins il nc serait pas possible, dans 
i’interet commun des parties cn cause, de renoneer a une expertise judieiaire, et de sen 
rapporter a une Commission Arbifrale dont la composition oifrirait des garanties egales 
aux Princes et au Gouvernement. 

D’autre part, il ne somblc guere pratique de vesoudre particllcmcnt la question; 
ue vaudrait-il pas mieux investir oette Commission Arbitrate de pleins pouvoiis et lui 
donner mandat dc statucr sur tons les clicfs dc reclamation, dc manierc a rcsoiulrc 
dcfuiitivement lcs didicultcs actucllement pondantes. Dans cc cas quellns deyraitmf 
el re les conditions prealables que le Gouvernement desire poser? Deux solutions <«c 
presentont:— 

1. Les Princes sc desistemiont purement ct simplemont sans aucune restriction 
ni reserve, ties actions par eux intvoduites devant lcs Tribunaux, s’< n rapportant absolu- 
ment a ee qui serait decide par une Commission designee par le Gouvernement. Un 
Decret Khcdivial serait alors promulgate instituant une Commission souverainedont 
fe mandat serait determine et dout la decision nc serait susceptible d’aucune ospece de 
reeours.* 

2. Au cas oil cette solution paruitrait inacccptablc aux Princes, il y aurait lieu de 
signei uu compromis dans lcquel les questions ii soumettre aux arbitves scraient 
pvealablcmeut dctcrminecs, et la Commission Arbitrale serait ensuite instituec. 

Avant tout, il l'audrait stipuler que le chiffre aetuel dcs allocations cst accoptvs 
definitivomont par les Princes; que (*es allocations scraient rachetablcs par le Gouveme- 
ment au moven des terres Domaniales oalculees sur lc prix du nouveau Cahicr des 
Charges. 

La Commission amait a decider quel serait le taux do capitulation, sun ant que 
les rentes seiaient eousideiccs eomme perpetuclles ou viagitrcs.f 

Eulin, il serait stipule cgalemeut que toutc indemnite qui pourrait ctre due, sciait 
payable par le Gouvernement cn I cries Domaniales an-prix fixe par le nouvoau Caleer 
des Charges. 

Son Excellence Nubar I'acha cst pen favorable a un compromis; il redoutc quo fa 
signature d’uu compromis particl ou general nc soit dc nature a compromettrc la 

* Nub ir lVba < ramt quo titto nke, <|Ui j> irait bonne nu muse ta realite \ I’aibiua^e sous des pressio i* 

■ xWneuies. ..... , , „ . 

f Nubar l’uba iioit qu il v a eu une niolilu ttiou 1 la Loi de Liquidation et qut lo coneours ues l uissancu s 

-era uu.ess.ure , 

L42b] « 
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situation du Gouverncment qui cesserait d'etre intacte; puNqu’aumctti'e l’arhitrago 
cost en quelque sortc reconnaitre en principc la legitimate dcs reclamations. 

II vodoute egalcment quc la Commission Arbitrate ne puisse so soustrairc a la 
pression qu’on ne manquera d’cxerccr siu* pile, dans un interct evcntucllcmcnt 
politique, et qu’en definitive les intcrets du Gouverncment ne soient sacrifies pour 
des raisons autres quo dcs raisons de droit ou d’equite. 

En cc qui eoueerne la premiere objection, il sera it facile d’y remedier cn preuant 
dans la redaction du compromis toutes les garanties necessaires a la sauveguarde des 
interets du Gouvcrnement. 

La seeonde objection est d’unc nature tcllement delicate qu’clle ne saurait faire 
l’objet d’uiic discussion; mais il y a lieu, neannioins, de bien s’en penetrer pour en 
cuvisager toutes les consequences. 


No. 10. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir II. Drummond Wolff. 

(No. 29.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, April 22, 1887, 2AO r.M. 

YOUL telegram No. G5 of 20th. 

We have no intention to interfere with the Law of Liquidation on behalf of 
Ismail. 


No. 11. 

Sir H. Drummond Woffto the Marquis of Salisbury. —( Received April 23, 8‘30 a. il.) 
(No. 67.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, April 22, 1887, 11'27 r.n. 

YOUit telegram No. 29. 

I think it my duty to place on record, in the strongest and most earnest terms, 
that all communication with Ismail Paslia on the subject of his claims will have 
a most disastrous effect on our negotiations here, on the tranquillity of Egypt, and 
on our relations with other Powers. 


No. 12. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir II. Drummond Wolf. 

(No. 32.) 

(Telegraphic.) Foreign Office, April 26, 1887, 1 p.M. 

YOUB telegram No. 67 of 22nd instant. 

We shall not be in haste to make any reply to Ismail Pasha. Mr. Vincent 
is all in favour of letting things alone for the present. 


No. 13. 

Sir H. Drummond Woff to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received May 7.) 

(No. 80.) 

My Lord, Pern, May 2. 1887. 

I IIAD the honour to receive, by the last messenger, your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 33 of the 7tli April, inclosing correspondence respecting the claims of Ismail Pasha 
on the Egyptian Government, and instructing me to report my opinion on the 
proposals contained in these documents. 

During my residence in Egypt T reported so fully on the claims of the ex-Khedive 
that I have very little to add as to their merits. T would, however, beg to refer to 
my various despatches, which unfortunately I have not with me here, cm the general 
hearing of the claims of This Highness and liis family. Thcso amount to a cnpit-'I 
of 5,000,000b, and to annuities amounting to about 150,000/. a-year. 

With respect to the 20,000/. a-year annuity which the ex-Khedive claims b 
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inherit from liis late mother, I think very little need be said. Jf the allowance be 
made hereditary in this case, the same rule should hold good in other cases, and this 
is a principle which Iler Majesty’s Government has refused to recognize, t scarcely 
think it necessary to discuss this point. 

Mi. Mailioft in his letter puts forward a claim for Palaces in Egypt, and I 
perceive in Sir E. Baring’s telegram No. lit that Nubar Pasha is willing to allow the 
ex-Khedivc certain Palaces in Egypt, and a Palace at Constantinople. 

To both these proposals I should venture to express dissent. Any addition to the 
property held by the cx-Kliedivc in Egypt would only add to liis means of creatin'* 
mischief in the country, and the proposal to give him a Palace at Constantinople at a 
moment when the presence of any of his family at this capital is considered undesirable 
would not unnaturally give great umbrage to the Sultan, and it would be considered 
hv liis Imperial Majesty an unfriendly act if any such idea were encouraged by Her 
Majesty’s Government. ‘ ° J 

. The claim against the Domains is a legal question on which I do not presume to 
give an opinion. 

I am most strongly of opinion that no step of any kind, neither the appointment 
of a Commission nor any move in the direction of a compromise, should be made by 
Her Majesty’s Government. I believe that all the letters and appeals to Her 
Majesty s Government are merely intended as a method of obtaining from them some 
admission which may morally, if not legally, strengthen the position of the ex-Khedive 
in preferring bis claims to the other Great Powers, not merely for pecuniary indemnities 
but for restoration to the Governorship of Egypt. 

_ Last year Sir Divers Wilson suggested an offer of 10,000/. a-year from the 
Piincoss^Khoshiars allowance in settlement of all the claims. When the agents of 
the ex-Khedive in Cairo heard of the suggestion they looked on it as ludicrous. At 
the present age of the ex-Khedive such an annuity would have not been worth 
100,000/. It was far from probable that a man so acute as Ismail Paslia would be 
leadv to relinquish the enormous claims lie lias put forward both for principal and 
income, and the capital of a political grievance, for so trifling a consideration. 

Last year 10,000/. a-year was in discussion, This year a larger amount is asked. I 
do not myself believe that any compromise would* satisfy Ismail Paslia. He is 
enormously rich. 01 this there is no doubt in tho minds of those who ought to know, 
and the impression is confirmed by the widen cc of the vast sums he is reported to 
have offered here, and by the statements made in the secret document of M. Borelli 
inclosed in my despatch No. 314 of the 4th October, 1886, and to which I venture to 
request your Loulsliip’s attention. 

Ismail Pasha lias great acuteness, and lias enlisted the sympathies of many. His 
object is to accumulate indirect admissions by the discussion of compromises until be 
can strengthen his case sufficiently to put forward a demand for restoration. 

There is a lurtlier reason for which I should deprecate Her Majesty’s Government 
dealing with this question alone. 

T\ hether in strict technicality or not the claims of Ismail Paslia are more or less 
connected with the proceedings that took place at the time of the Law of Liquidation, 
other foreign Powers, rightly or wrongly, consider themselves entitled to a voice in the 
matter, and, as your Lordship will sec by reference to the correspondence, the Consul- 
General held more than one meeting on tlc> subject. 

I think it most undesirable for Her Majesty’s Government to bear the whole 
brunt of the discussion cither in favour of or against tho ex-Khedive. 

A sa »nc time, T think it equally undesirable that Jl is Highness should he able 

to say, with any good ground, that justice has been denied him. 

. I therefore venture to suggest the following procedure, viz., that Ismail Pasha’s 
claims be carefully and thoroughly examined, and that his case be stated. 

that the case should then be submitted to M. Boeca-Scrra, who should give a 
complete statement of tho ease on behalf of the Egyptian Government. 

It would then be possible for tin Law Officers to come to a quasi-judicial decision, 
at all events as to the best course to be pursued, and the substance of this decision, 
together woth tho documents on which they were based, could bo communicated by Iler 
Majesty s Government to the l’ortc and the Powers parties to the Law of Liquidation 
who arc represented iu the Caisse de la Dettc. 

, I fulI y ^ 1C objections urged l>y Nubar Pasha against an arbitration, and if 
tins course can be avoided I think it would be an advantage; but I think it better, if 
the other lowers should he of that opinion, that an Arbitration Court should be 
created, with supreme power to decide, rather than that Her Majesty's Government 
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should be made parties to proposals for a compromise which 1 do not believe to be put 
forward in good faith by the ex-Khedive. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) H. DRUMMOND WOLFF. 


No. 14 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.— (Received May 20, 1*2-10 r.M.) 


(No. 157.) 

(Telegraphic.) 

FOLLOWING to Viceroy, India 


Cairo, May 20,1887, 12‘5 p.m. 


“ (Secret). 

“ Sir Salar Jung, who is here, wants to marry one ol 
daughters. 

“ Is there any Indian reason for discouraging the idea ? Is 
might use bis money to further Ismail Pasha’s objects, especially 
the latter’s law-suits against the Egyptian Government. 

“ (Sent to Foreign Office.)” 


the ex-Khedive’s 

he rich? If so lie 
in connection with 


No. 15. 


Mr. Marriott , M.P., to Foreign Office. —(Received June 24.) 

Dear Sir Julian, V>87- 

NOW that the Jubilee is over, 1 send >ou a line to remind you ol the existence 
of mv client, His Highness Ismail Pasha. lie loll hug-land at (lie beginning of the 
month for Btulon-Bcuu'ii, bill will rotuvu jig'ftin in tho first or second ncolc iu July. 
Before he went away l had several conversations with him, and what he desires is 
something decisive. At present all actions by him and his family are stayed, lie 
would prefer that they should all be referred to a Court of Arbitration, consisting ol 
any ex-Lord Chancellor or ex-Judge* whom the Government might name, and lie is 
prepared to pay ail the costs of the arbitration. Tf the Government do not agree with* 
this proposal lie would not object to an arbitration in Egypt it the Arbitrators were 
men in no way connected with the Executive Government ol that country, such as any 
of tlic Judges of the Mixed Courts. Or he is willing to come to a settlement ol all the 
claims for himself and family on the basis 1 have already stated to you. 

In my humble judgment the proposals lit' makes art- extremely reasonable, and a 
refusal of any of the alternative proposals would be a serious denial of justice. 

I am sure you cannot accuse me of undue haste in pressing his propositions upon 
you, but I do trust that very soon a definite answer may be ghen to his propo¬ 
sitions. 

I am, &e. 

(Signed) W. T. MARRIOTT. 


No. Ki. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Ismail Pasha. 

Sijg Foreign Office, August 11, 1887. 

WITH reference to my letter to your Highness of the 7th April last, I ha\e now 
the honour to inform you that, after a careful consideration o( your communication oI 
the 14th February last, and of the arguments since addressed to me on your behali by 
Mr. W. T. Marriott, ller Majesty’*. Government are unable to depart in any way from 
the attitude which they have hitherto felt it to be their duty to maintain in relation 
to the claims preferred by your Highness against the Government of Egypt. 

I abstain from entering upon the merits of those claims, as Her Majestys 
Government cannot arrogate to themselves the right of taking isolated action in respect 
of them. The proposed examination of them by a Tribunal ol Arbitration could only 
take place at the instance of the Egyptian Government, and in concert with the 


11 


Powers who were parties to the international engagements whereby the whole of the 
linaneial liabilities of Egypt were provided for, and the future revenue and expendi¬ 
ture of the country were settled. 

Her Majesty’s Government therefore regret to be under the necessity of saying 
that they cannot enter upon the consideration of any pecuniary claims advanced by 
your Highness against the Government of Egypt. 

Such claims can only be properly submitted to the judgment of the Egyptian 
Government itself. 1 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 17. 

Prince Kiamil to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received October 12.) 

Excellence, Constantinople, In 4 Octobre, 1887. 

J’AI lTionneur do m’adrcsser a votre haute bienveillance pour qu’elle veuillo 
hienfaire droit a ma requete. 

Eti ma qualite do Prince Egyptieu je regois une pension mensuellc do 100 livres. 
Je suis marie et p6re do deux enfants; j’ai a tenir un rang convenablc dans la society; 
nies appointements son! insuffisants pour couvrir mos depenses. 

J’osc done m’adrcsser a votre Soigncurie pour qu’elle daigno intervenir en ma 
favour auprds dc M. Baring, a fin qu’uuc augmentation me soit accordee. 

Aucune autorite no me soluble supdvicurc a la v6trc, pour me valoir un bienfait 
-dont je eonsevverai une eternclle gratitude. 

Agreez, &c. 

Fils du feu Prince Moustapha, 

(Signe) KIAMIL. 


No. IS. 

Mr. C. Drummond Wolff'to Foreign Office.—(Received October Id) 

Dear Sir Julian Pnuncel'oto, 4, Chesham S/reel, October 12, 1887. 

MY father hopes you will forgive his not writing himself to you, as he is suffering 
in hed from a severe attack of gout, lie begs me to transmit to you the inclosed letter 
from Prince Kiamil, son of the late Prince Mustapha Pasha Fazil. lie thinks that 
it would he well if something could he done for this gentleman, as’ his income is very 
-small. 

Yours sincerely, 

(Signed) CECIL DRUMMOND WOLFF. 


Inclosure in No. 18. 

Prince Kiamil to Sir H, Drummond Wolff, 

Excellence, Constantinople, le 4 Octobre, 1887. 

J’AI fait parvenir a Lord Salisbury une requete cn augmentation do la pension 
mensuellc quo me sort lc Gouvcrnement Egyptian, comme mombre de la famille 
Khedivialc. Les charges quo j’ai a supporter comme pare de famille depassent mes 
I'cssources. [1 serait juste d’ameliorer ma position. 

Je viens done vous prier de vouloir bien intervenir pour moi nuprts de Lord 
Salisbury, pour qu’il me rccommande a l’attention de Mr. Baring. C’est lc soul moveu 
de reussir. 

Jt‘ vous rcmercie profondement do tout ee quo vous I’erez on ma favour, et je 
vous pric, &c. 

Fils du feu Prince Moustaplm, 

(Sign*) KIAMIL. 


[’4281 E 
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No. 19. 

Foreign Office to Prince Kiamil. 

Sir, Foreign Office , October 18, 1887. 

I AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge tlie receipt of your 
letter of tlie 4tli instant, respecting your application for an increase of tlie allowance 
which you receive, as a member of the Khedivial family, from the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment ; and I am to state that the matter will receive his Lordship’s best attention. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


No. 20. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received October 24, 8’10 A.M.) 

(No. 218.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, October 24, 1887. 

MR. MARRIOTT, avIio is about to return to England, informs me that it has 
been decided to commence several actions on behalf of the ex-Khedive in the Mixed 
Court's. 


No. 21. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received by telegraph , Octobei 24.) 

(No. 492. Ext. 218.) 

My Lord, Cairo, October 2t, 1887. 

I HAVE the honour to report that Mr. Marriott, who will soon return to 
England, informs me that it has been decided that several actions on behalf of the 
ex-Khedive Ismail Pasha shall be commenced in the Mixed Courts. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) E. HARING. 


No. 22. 

Memorandum by Sir H. Drummond Wolff. 

(Most Confidential.) 

I HAVE carefully considered the Memorandum ot M. Rocca-Serra and the 
remarks of Sir Julian Pauncefote. 

It appears perfectly certain, and I have long perceived it, that the Mixed Courts 
will not apply to the claims of the ex-Kliedivial tamily the prescription or 
“ foreclusion ” laid down by Article 8G of the Law of Liquidation. 

It has alwavs appeared to me a great danger to allow these claims to be 
adjudicated upon by Egyptian Courts. Ismad Pasha has pursued his demands quite 
as much with a political as a financial object. If successful in forcing his pretensions 
before these Courts, he will score a victory against the Powers by subjecting the Law 
of Liquidation, which was the work of the Powers, to Tribunals inaugurated by 
himself, and the whole progress of the action would keep the Egyptian public in 
a state of agitation, and the ex-Kliedivial partizans in a constaut attitude ol intrigue. 
Then, even if he be not successful, there is a considerable political danger which 
would be increased tenfold in ease of success. 

For reasons already stated by me, 1 do not consider that, in a cause involving 
bums so large, means could not be found by the ex-Khedive or his friends to secure a 
Judgment favourable to his claims even in the Mixed Tribunals, a circumstance 
which would be fraught with great dangers both to the financial and political interests 
ol the country and to the administration of the law. 

On the other hand, imputations of the worst kind would be brought against the 
Judges if the Judgment went against Ismail Pasha. A decision either way would 
deal a heavy blow at the credit of the Tribunals, and this in a country where it is 
specially desirable to maintain their sanctity. 


IS 

I would venture to repeat a suggestion I formerly made, that the whole case 
should be referred to a Tribunal ad hoc composed of some foremost European Judges, 
and not sitting in Egypt. This Court should inquire both into the merits and the 
extent of the claims, and give an absolute and sovereign decision. 

I do not think Nubar Pasha would object to such a course. His objection to an 
arbitration was the fear that it would admit the claims in principle, and merely 
adjudicate on the amounts to be paid. Nor, as far as I can learn, would any 
objections come from Ismail Pasha. 

By this means a sound decision could be arrived at, entirely devoid of prejudice 
or intrigue, and if it be adverse to the Egyptian Government, the injury effected would 
be only of a financial, and not a political character. 

I would most strongly recommend this course, which I believe would be 
supported by the other Powers. It would secure a just Decree, and relieve the 
Egyptian Tribunals of a grave and, perhaps, damaging responsibility. 

(Signed) H. DRUMMOND WOLFF. 

4, Chesham Street, October 28, 1887. 


No. 28. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—-(Received November 5, 1 - 20 i\ vr.) 

(No. 240.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, November 5, 1887. 

EX-KHEDIVE’S claims. 

Nubar has written me a note in which lie says Egyptian Government is opposed 
to arbitration, as also to the idea of referring the matter to the Powers with the 
object of declaring the Mixed Courts incompetent to deal with the question. 

They have decided to defend the suits now pending. 


No. 24. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received by telegraph, November 5.) 

(No. 509. Ext. 240.) 

My Lord, Cairo, November 5, 1887. 

IN my despatch No. L92 of the 21tlx ultimo 1 had the honour to report to your 
Lordship that Mr. Marriott had informed me that it had been decided to commence 
several actions on behalf of the ex-Khedive in the Mixed Courts. At the same time, 
l understood from Mr. Marriott that he was disposed to recommend the ex-Khcdive to 
accept an arbitration of a limited character. I told Mr. Marriott that T would see 
that the question of arbitration was considered. 

1 had uot at that time had the opportunity of discussing the subject fully with 
the various authorities concerned, but since Mr Marriott’s departure the question has 
been more {fully considered, with the result that I have this day received from Nubar 
Pasha a note, copy of which I have the honour to inclose, announcing that tlm 
Egyptian Government have come to a decision on the point. 

There appealed to be three courses open to the Egyptian Government:— 

1. To permit the actions to he brought before the Mixed Tribunals, and to defend 
them. 

2. To refer the matter to arbitration, with certain limitations as to the points oil 
which th(‘ Arbitrators wore to give their awards. 

3. To invite the Fowers to interpret the Law of Liquidation in a sense which 
would render the Courts incompetent to deal with the question. 

Your Lordship will observe that Nubar Pasha now states that, in conjunction 
with Sir F. 1 ineont and the Kgyptian Law Officers, it has been decided to adopt tlie 
first course, namely, that of defending the actions in the Mixed Courts. 

I may add that the Lgyptian Law r Officers are confident that their ease is a strong 
one, and that they will he able to defend the actions successfully. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 
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Inclosure in No. 21. 

A ubar Pasha to Sir E. Baring. 

Cher Sir Evelyn, ^ ^ Lc 5 Novemhre, 1887. 

Sill E. \ 1XCENT etant present nous avons cause avec Ilocca Scrra sur les 
affaires de lex-Khedive. Tous nous avons etc d'opinion de repousser toute proposition 
d’arbit rage. 1 

Quant a nous adresser aux Puissances pour 1’interpretation a donner a la clause 
de 1’orelosion, nous avons trouve les memos inconvenients qui vous sont venus aussi a 
l’esprit. 

,, }}, . nous rcstc tlo I 1(> fi 11 ’ 1 ' 1 Piaidcr, ct cela d’autant plus que Figari, l’Avocat de 

i ex-Khedive, a annonce que dans dix-liuit jours il a la forme intention de ne plus 
admettre de delais et de plaidcr la question devant le Tribunal. 

Votre devoue, 

(Signe) N. NUB All. 


No. 25. 

Sir E. Baring io the Marquis of Salisbury .— (Reerired November 7.) 

(No. 501. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, October 80, 1887. 

J HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of vour Lordship’s despatch 
No. 293 of the 19th. 11 

Prince Kiamil is one of several brothers, who all, except the eldest, receive the 
same allowance, viz., 100/. a-month. To increase Prince Kiamil’s allowance would 
probably lead to claims, which it would be difficult to refuse, that the allowances of 
the other brothers should also be increased. Prince Kiamil is, 1 am informed, 
separated from his wife, and there arc not, so far as 1 know, any circumstances 
connected with his case which give him any very special claim to an increase, though 
it is very probable that, like many members of the Khedivial family, his habits are 
extravagant, and his income is insufficient to provide for his wants. 

But, however, this may be, I venture to think that il Mould be undesirable for 
me to interfere in the matter. Most or the Khedivial family consider that their 
aliou-ances are insufficient, and several ha\c from time to time requested me to interest 
myself on their behalf. This I have always declined to do, on the ground that the 
present Khedive was responsible for the distribution of the 800,000/. a-ycar allowed to 
the Khedivial family. Your Lordship will remember ttiat this view is in conformity 
with the opinion expressed by the English Law Officers. It would, I think, be 
undesirable in any way to relieve the Khedive of this responsibility or to interfere 
with his discretion in the matter. 

Apart, moreover, from the legal aspect of the question, I venture to think that, 
Avere I to attempt interference in special eases, l should find myself involved in a 
•series of personal and family considerations with which I should not be at all com¬ 
petent to deal, and with which it Mould be better that I should have nothing to do. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BALING. 


No. 20. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received Noambrr Id.) 

(No. 513. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Cairo, November 0, 1887. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 509 of yesterday, respecting the claims of 
the ex-Khedive, I have the honour to transmit herewith cop\ of a” letter 1 have 
received from Nubar Pasha, saying that M. Borelli, Ismail Pasha’s representative, is 
willing to come to an arrangement. 

I venture to point out, however, that Nubar Pasha’s condition, that any terms 
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must receive the assent of all the Princes and Princesses interested, will be very 

difficult of realization. , 0 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BAKING. 


Inclosure in No. 26. 

Nubar Pasha to Sir E. Baring. 

Cher Sir Evelyn. Cairo, le 6 Novemhre, 1887. 

BORELLI e-,t arrive, et a ou un entreticn avec Pvocca Scrra. Il lui a cut que 
moyennant la restitution de quelques palais, le proof's serait eompletcmcnt termine, si 
on lui donnait aussi quelques terres. Rocca Scrra lui a reponclu de mettre ses propo¬ 
sitions par ecrit, et dans le cas oil ses propositions comprendraicnt 1 assentnnent cle 
tous les interesses, Princes, Princesses, &c., alors le Gouverncment pourrait les 
examiner. Borelli va presenter ses propositions. Je vous on prdviens pareeque cela 

vous intdresse. m x 

Tout a vous, 

(Signe) N. NUBAR. 


No. 27. 

Sir E. Baring to Foreign Office—[Received November 14.) 

Mydear Sir Julian, Cairo, November 6 1887. 

MATTERS have been undergoing some rather rapid changes in connection with 
Ismail Pasha’s claims. 

Just before Mr. Marriott left he spoke to me about arbitration. On the morning 
of his departure T saw Ornstcin, and, rather to my own astonishment, I found him not 
disinclined to arbitration. I therefore told Mr. Marriott that I would see that the 
point was considered, hut that I could say nothing as to the probable result.^ 

Eventually, Nubar informed me that the Egyptian Government had uetermined 
to defend the suit, and that they were opposed to any idea of arbitration. 

I telegraphed this home, and u-roto a despatch about it, which goes by this mail. 

Scarcely had I done so when Borelli turns up, and says that the whole thing can 
be arranged on very easy terms. T am -ending home Nubev’s letter on this subject. 
I do not telegraph any more in the present stage of the proceedings. 

Borelli has been asked to put his proposals on paper, but Nubar (rightly enough) 
imposes as one essential condition of any arrangement that all the parties interested— 
i.e., the Princes and Princesses—should sign a receipt in full. I should think it 

would be very difficult to obtain this. . 

Nubar vows to me that it can he shown by documents norv in the iunance 
Ministry that no less than 49 millions of the debt was spent on the strength of 
cheques signed by Ismail Faslia. I cannot vouch for the correctness of this state¬ 
ment, but, if true, it is a valuable argument, besides being interesting as an historical 
fact. I should think that 49 millions represented pretty near the total of the sums 
actually received. 

Very truly yours, 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


No. 28. 

Mr. Marriott, M.P., to Foreign Office.—(Received November 16.) 

Dear Sir Julian, 56, Ennismore Gardens, November 16, 1887. 

IN accordance with your request this morning I will again put down in writing 
the terms of settlement which I propose in the action between the Khedive Ismail and 

the members of his family and the Egyptian Government. ,, 

Of course, Ismail Pasha u T ould prefer an arbitration, and as Arbitrators he would 
prefer English Judges; but be would be willing to abide by the decision of an 
Arbitrator or Arbitrators appointed, as has been suggested, by the King of the Belgians, 

[428] 1 
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or, in fact, by any independent person whose integrity is above suspicion- In case an. 
arbitration is not agreed to, lie would accept tlie following terms of settlement:— 

1. That all the present allowances of the ex-Khedive and tlie members of his 
family be declared hereditary, or that land in Egypt of the capital value of these 
allowances be given them in lieu of tlie allowances. Upon this point I will only 
remark that every allocation was originally made to each member of the family for 
land given up by them, and in the documents in their possession, as well as in the 
letter of notification of the 1st July, 1879, the words used arc, after mentioning the 
amount, “ which will be paid to you regularly by the Government, and will be 
transmitted in order of succession to your children, your grandchildren, and your 
descendants for ever.” By this arrangement the family practically give up 80,0001 
a-year, which was awarded them in the first instance. 

2. The amount due for the seed sown and the work done upon the lands given up. 

There is no dispute about this in principle, it is a question of amount. The Govern- 

has offered 00,0001 This my clients say is not enough. It is simply a question for 

a surveyor, and there ought to be no difficulty in coming to an arrangement. 

3. The palaces. I think it is thirty-nine that have been confiscated. The power ol' 

confiscation is very uncertain according to the Maliommodan law r . In case, however, 
of no dispute, I suggest that two or three of the palaces should be given back, and 1 
believe an arrangement could easily he made upon this point without testing the 
question of confiscation. 

1. The contents of the palaces. These never have been confiscated; they are as 
much the private property of the different owners of the palaces now' as they ever 
were. "What I suggest is that they be restored, or that their value be ascertained and 
a money amount agreed upon. In case of the sum being a large one, easy terms of 
payment spreading over many years might be made. 

These arc the terms I propose. Under the first, the 20,0001 which was allocated 
to the mother of the ex-Khedive is, of course, included. I do not think there can be 
any dispute as to the legal right of the ex-Khedive to this. 

Then there is also the question of the printing press at Boulak and the palace of 
Constantinople, which belong to Prince Ibrahim. I do not think there would he any 
difficulty about the restoration of these. 

I should be glad if you would submit this to Lord Salisbury, and, if Lord 
Salisbury has time, I should be glad to see him myself on the subject, as I am desirous 
of arriving at a settlement of the whole question. 

In case these terms art* accepted, both the ex-Khedive and the different members 
of his family would undertake to bring no further actions against the Government. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) W. T. MARRIOTT. 


No. 29. 

Foreign Office to Prince Kiamil, 

Sir, Foreign Office, November 16, 1887. 

VTITII refrenco to my previous letter of the 18th tdtiruo, I am now' directed by 
the Marquis of Salisbury to inform you that, after inquiry, his Lordship regrets that 
he cannot interfere in regard to your application for an increase of your pension. 

The matter appears to be one for the consideration of ilis Highness the Khedive, 
to whom you should address yourself. 

1 am, &e. 

(Signed) JULIAN PALNCEEOTE. 


No. 3(). 

Foreign Office to Mr. Marriott, M.P. 

Bear Mr. Marriott, Foreign Office , November 29, 1887. 

I HAVE shown to Lord Salisbury your letter of the lGth instant, stating the 
forms of settlement which you propose for the questions pending between the 
Egyptian Government and Ismail Pasha and other memb-'rs of the Khedivial 
family. 
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Lord Salisbury desires me to thank you for the information. But he thinks that 
communications on this subject, intended to bavc any official character, should he 
made direct to the Egyptian Government. 

Believe me, &e. 

(Signed) JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


No. 31. 

Foreigi Office to Sir E. Baring. 

My dear Baring, Foreign Office, December 1, 1887- 

SINCE receiving your despatch No. 513 ol the 0th November, and yuur private 
letter of the same date, respecting Ismail Pasha’s claims, we have had a communica¬ 
tion from Mr. Marriott as <o the terms on which he would propose that a settlement 

should be come to. 

I send you copies of Mr. Marriott’s letter, and of my roply,* which Lord Salisbury 
w ishes you to see unofficially. Lord Salisbury thinks that Mr. Mamctt should 
forward his own proposals to the Egyptian Government. 

Believe me, &c. 

(Signed) JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. 


No. 32. 

Sir E. Baring to the Margins of Salisbury. — (Received December 15, 3 P.M.) 

(Telegraphic.) Cairo, December ; 15, 1887. 

MIXED Court Appeal given in favour of Egyptian Government with reference 
to question of certain lands attached to Ismailia Palace which were claimed by Ismail 
Pasha. I have not yet seen Judgment, hut it probably.strengthens the position of 
the Egyptian Government in the matter of the ex-Kliedivial claims. 



* !Nps. nuil 30. 








